COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGURES BASED ON SFY
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o1 Q2 Q3 Q4 o1 Q2 Q3 Q4 oL Q2 Q3 Q4 o1 Q2 Q3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average| Diff Diff | DIff | %Diff | Oif | obiff | Ditft | Ditt | ot | %bift | Ditt | oDift
PHYSICIAN COUNT”
FFS 50 62 63 62] 59 60 61 63| 61 61 59 54 60 60 56 55) 59 61 59 58| 1 1.6% 2|  2.5%| -9| -14.3% -2| -3.3% 1 19% -1 -1.7%
HO 34 22| 31! 29 33 34/ 34/ 35 36 34 33! 32] 32! 31 27 28 29 34/ 34 30| 6| 20.7% 5| 17.2% -3| -8.6% 0] -0.7% -4| -11.5% -4| -12.6%)
UMP 24 24 24 26| 26 28 28 26 26 25 24 22 24 23 22 22, 25 27 24 23] 0| 0.0% 3| 10.2% -4| -15.4% -3| -10.2%j 0] 15% -1] -5.6%
PEBB 41 40! 33! 42| 38 38 39! 39 38 42 32| 27 34/ 31 27 23] 39 39! 35 29| 3| -7.1% -1|  -1.3% -12| -30.8% -4|  -9.7% -4| -14.8% -6| -17.6%)
CLIENT COUNT
FFS 1,078 1,153 1,640 1,707] 1,784 1,986 2,106 2,209 2,302 2,369 2,357 2,392 2,521 2,592 2,566| 2,517 1,394 2,021 2,355] 2,549 502| 29.4% 627| 45.0% 183| 8.3% 334| 16.5% 124| 5.2% 194| 8.2%
HO 1,932 1,760 1,527, 1,578 1,556 1,419 1,379 1,298 1,195 1,160 1,168 1,170] 1,108; 1,038 1,027 998 1,699 1,413 1,173] 1,043 -280| -17.7% -286| -16.8%| -128| -9.9% -240| -17.0%| -172| -14.7% -131] -11.1%|
UMP 3,443 3,399 3,109 3,123] 3,057, 3,057 2,860 2,850 2,789 2,806 2,857 2,862 2,843 2,863 3,501| 3,524] 3,269 2,956| 2,829 3,183 -273| -8.7% -313| -9.6% 12| 0.4% -128| -4.3%) 662 23.1% 354| 12.5%
PEBB 5,009 5,076 5,322 5,399 5,329 5,421 5,092 5,157 5,141 5,249 5,048 5,168 5,072, 5,169 4,508| 4,534 5,202 5,250 5,152| 4,821 -242|  -4.5% 48 0.9%)| 11 0.2% -98| -1.9%) -634| -12.3% -331] -6.4%)
RATIO™
FFS 46.4 53.8 38.4 36.3 33.1 30.2 29.0 28.5 26.5 25.7 25.0 22.6) 23.8 231 218 219| 43.7 30.2 25.0 22.7| -7.8] -21.5%| -13.5| -31.0%) -5.9] -20.9% -5.2| -17.3%| -0.7] -3.2% -2.3]  -9.2%|
HO 17.6 12.5 20.3] 18.4] 21.2 24.0 24.6 27.0] 30.1 29.3 28.3] 27.3] 28.6! 29.5 26.6| 28.4 17.2 24.2] 28.8 28.3] 8.6| 46.7% 7.0| 40.7% 0.4 1.4% 4.6| 18.9%| 1.0 3.8% -0.5| -1.7%
ump 7.0] 7.1 7.7 8.3 8.5] 9.2 9.8 9.1 9.3 8.9 8.4 7.7] 8.3 8.1 6.4] 6.3 75 9.1 8.6 7.3 0.8 9.6% 1.6| 21.6%] -1.4| -15.7% -0.6| -6.2%| -1.3| -17.5% -1.3| -15.1%|
PEBB 8.2 7.9 6.2 7.8 7.1 7.0 7.7 7.6 7.4] 8.0 6.3 5.2] 6.6! 6.0 6.0 5.1 7.5] 7.3 6.7] 5.9] -0.2| -2.8% -0.2| -2.3%] -2.3| -30.9% -0.6| -8.2%j -0.2|  -2.9% -0.8] -12.2%j
TOP QUARTILE™
FFS 58.1%| 63.6%| 66.6% 64.6%)| 63.1%| 63.5%| 67.3%| 65.5%] 64.1%| 67.0% 62.2%| 63.2%| 63.3%| 64.8%| 59.2%| 58.9%| 63.2%| 64.9%| 64.1%| 61.6% 0.9% 1.5% 1.7%:; 2.6%| -2.3%| -3.5%| -0.7%| -1.2%| -4.3%| -6.9%| -2.5%| -4.0%)
Comparison of Physician Counts Comparison of Client Counts
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Comparison of Ratios * COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians andor clients.
** RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients,
80 *++ TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians
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